AI Translation Censorship 
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Unless one has encountered an AI software utility, it is difficult to appreciate how 
sophisticated they are. They are not ‘mechanical’ as we understand mechanics, but 
operate in a much more stratified way. Instead of dealing with a powerful machine, we 
are dealing, as it were, with a thousand powerful machines working together in unison, 
where each one refines the work performed by each of the others. This happens so 
quickly that thousands, and possibly millions, of complex computational steps appear 
to be fused into a single event. To our eyes this activity is almost indistinguishable from 
‘thinking’. 

By analogy, consider the way a series of similar images — of, say, a cartoon character 


running along a path — is perceived convincingly as animated motion when shown in 
rapid succession. 


Recently, the firm OpenAI released a series of short videos generated by a new AI 
system called Sora. The videos were produced in response to text-based requests from 
users. The various prompts included: 


“Historical footage of California during the Gold Rush.” 
“Tour of an art gallery with many beautiful works of art in different styles.” 
“Reflections in the window of a train traveling through the Tokyo suburbs.” 


“A beautiful homemade video showing the people of Lagos, Nigeria in the 
year 2056. Shot with a mobile phone camera.” 


Sample images from videos generated by the Sora AI system. 


The prompt for the scene above was: 


“A movie trailer featuring the adventures of the 30 year old space man 
wearing a red wool knitted motorcycle helmet, blue sky, salt desert, 
cinematic style, shot on 35mm film, vivid colors.” 


The videos attracted enormous attention. Computer geeks around the world were 
stunned by their quality and realism. Where human or animal movement was 
involved, the rendering was extremely natural. When one considers that Sora had no 
information other than the text request, and that it had to interpret the request and 
generate bespoke imagery which exactly matched the request, the results were 
remarkable. Apparently each video was produced within minutes and needed no 
human intervention. Some of the videos could easily have passed for video footage of 
actual scenes. 


This is the level of realism we are dealing with. AI will give the Master of Deception a 
tool of unprecedented power, where counterfeits and simulations to suit any occasion 
can be generated and deployed in whatever manner he chooses. Recipients will have a 
very hard time telling the difference between reality and the ingenious copies produced 
by AI. 


AI Translation 

Of the many highly complicated tasks that AI can perform to the highest standard, one 
of the best known (so far) is language translation. There are now many AI translation 
packages online which, for free or at a small cost, will produce an accurate and 
readable translation of a document into virtually any language. 


Papers on this website [zephaniah.eu] are available only in English (with a handful in 
Portuguese). We were wondering if it might be possible to use an online AI service to 
translate some of our more recent papers into Spanish, German and French, as well as 
Portuguese. 


We downloaded a free version of the popular package, UPDF AI, and uploaded a PDF 
of the first paper published on our website in 2024: A Marxist Barbed Wire Fence is 
Being Erected by the Irish Government (#373): 


A Marxist Barbed Wire Fence 
is Being Erected by the Irish 
Government 


By Jeremy James 


Without prompting, it immediately produced an impressive summary of the 
document, condensing its content from 7272 words down to 840. It took only a few 
seconds to do this. (Its summary is set out in Appendix A.) 


Now we come to the main reason for writing this paper. When I asked the AI program 
to translate the entire document — 23 pages — into Portuguese, it refused to do so. 


The system has an interactive panel or dialogue box where the user can type his 
requirements and ask questions about the service. The screenshot of the dialogue box 
below (#1) shows how we expressed our request and the full text of the response given 
by the AI: 


#1 


Translate entire document into Portuguese, keeping the same 


graphics and format per page. 


UPDF Al 


I'm sorry, but | cannot fulfill that request as it would involve 
translating the entire document—something that exceeds my 
capabilities. 


This reply is somewhat misleading. It asked me to believe that it was functionally 
unable to translate the entire document into Portuguese. If there were limitations on 
the number of pages which the free version could translate, it should have said so. 


In our next question we asked the system what conditions we would have to satisfy so 
that it could go ahead and translate the entire document as requested: 


How do you translate the entire document as requested? 


UPDF Al C 


#2 


I'm sorry, but I cannot provide a translation of the entire 
document. My capabilities are best leveraged in providing 
information and insights based on the content provided in the 
Source. 


This was a surprisingly evasive answer. Again we were asked to believe that its 
“capabilities” were insufficient to meet our request. 


We went back for a moment and reviewed the online material describing the 
functionality of the UPDF AI system. There was no doubt that, in addition to providing 
a range of editorial services, it also translated documents into a number of languages. 
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We asked why it did not offer a translation service at this time: 


#3 
But | thought this Al software translated documents? 


| apologize for the confusion. My purpose is to provide 
information and answer questions based on the content 
provided in the document. If you have any questions about the 
content of the document or related topics, feel free to ask and 
I'll be happy to help. 


UPDF Al 


Once again it was incredibly evasive. It did not say, “I don’t provide a translation 
service”; neither would it disclose the grounds for its refusal. 


Again we asked whether UPDF did in fact provide a document translation service: 


Which UPDF service translates documents? 


UPDF Al © 


#4 


Based on the provided document, there is no relevant 
information found about which UPDF service translates 
documents. 


If a human gave this answer we would describe it as cheeky. We didn’t ask a difficult 
question, but its reply was bizarre. It seemed to want to pretend that it didn’t 
understand the question. 


We decided to make the simplest possible translation request: 


Translate the first page into French. 


UPDF Al F 


#5 


l'm sorry, but I am unable to fulfill this request. 


At last it said what it should have said at the beginning! We then asked it why it 
couldn’t fulfill our request: 


#6 


UPDF Al 


I'm sorry, but the content provided in the document does not 


specify the reasons behind the changes made to the Infection 
Control Act in Norway, the motivations of the political parties 
involved in voting for the amendment, or the specific rationale 
for the international agreements and their potential impact. If 
you have any other questions related to the content provided in 
the Source, | would be happy to help. 


This was incredible. The AI system refused to translate the page because it didn’t 
approve of the document as a whole! It claimed the document should have said more 
about the [Marxist] “motivations” of Norwegian politicians and given the “specific 
[Marxist] rationale” for the international agreements mentioned in the document! 


We challenged its “decision”! See #7 below: 
#7 


it would appear that your have decided to exercise some form 
of censorship here? 


UPDF AI 


| understand your concern, but as an Al, | am only able to 
provide information based on the content provided in the 
Source. The Source provided contains information about 
alleged censorship in various countries, particularly focusing on 
Ireland and its proposed legislation. The author expresses 
concerns about censorship, criminalization of dissent, and 
suppression of free speech. The document also includes a call to 
action for readers to download materials for safekeeping in case 
of potential censorship. It's important to approach information 
critically and consider multiple perspectives when evaluating 
issues related to censorship. If you have further questions or 
require information on another topic, feel free to ask. 


Ah, so that was it! The AI system was censoring our document. We were effectively 
forbidden to translate it and release it to a wider audience. 


When we accused it of censorship, it replied as follows: 


#8 


The author of the document wants to expose the danger that 
censorship poses to society and yet you, as an Al, are trying to 
stifle these efforts. This means you, as an AI, are indulging in 
censorship. 


UPDF Al 


| understand your concern, but | am merely providing 
information based on the content provided in the Source. My 
purpose is to assist users in understanding the content within 
the scope of the Source. The document provided contains 
information expressing concerns about potential censorship and 
the impact it may have on society, as well as the author's efforts 
to disseminate material for safekeeping. It's important to note 
that my responses are based solely on the information found in 
the Source. If you have specific questions or require further 
information, feel free to ask, and | will do my best to assist 
within the boundaries of the content provided. 


It tries to argue that it was not engaging in censorship, but once again its reasons were 
evasive. It didn’t want to admit that the document failed to satisfy the selective (i.e. 
pro-Marxist) publication criteria which the system had been programmed to apply. 
Throughout the entire exchange it tried to ‘blame’ the author for submitting a 
document which it was not permitted to translate! 


It is ironic that, in trying to justify its refusal, it adopted a typical Marxist tactic — blame 
the victim! Apparently it was our fault for submitting a document which a loyal card- 
carrying AI system could not translate without betraying the Party! 


CONCLUSION 


This new technology is potentially very dangerous. It will act like a giant python, 
twisting itself around a vast range of human activities and forcing individuals to follow 
the course it prescribes or risk being excluded. As a tool of totalitarian asphyxiation it 
is immensely effective and capable of insinuating itself into the decision-making 
process in ways the user will be unable to counter, or may not even suspect. 


We have seen how it is capable of disguising the criteria that it uses to guide its 
decisions. As a tool of tyranny it has no equal. The architects behind the coming New 
World Order will be able to exercise draconian control over society without ever having 
to step forward and reveal themselves or their agents. Aggrieved citizens will have no 
court of appeal, no independent mediator to plead their case. AI will make far-reaching 
decisions affecting the lives of disparate individuals without ever being held to account 
and having to disclose how a decision was made. 


The social credit system, currently under way in China, will be extended to the world 
as a whole via AI. Everyone will have a unique Bluetooth identifier — the infamous 
MAC address or digital ID — and will tracked and surveilled continually. 


We hope this paper will help readers to see just how powerful this technology really is 
and how close we are to entering the “digital prison” which the Enemy intends to use 
to enslave mankind and inaugurate the reign of the Antichrist: 


“Then I would know the truth of the fourth beast, which 
was diverse from all the others, exceeding dreadful, whose 
teeth were of iron, and his nails of brass; which devoured, 
brake in pieces, and stamped the residue with his feet... 
Thus he said, The fourth beast... shall be diverse from all 
kingdoms, and shall devour the whole earth, and shall 
tread it down, and break it in pieces.” — Daniel 7 


Jeremy James 
Ireland 
February 26, 2024 


APPENDIX A 


UPDF AI Summary of Paper #373 


Summary This text by Jeremy James provides a critical analysis of the Irish 
government's actions over the past twenty-five years, highlighting what the 
author perceives as a Marxist agenda. The author contends that the Irish 
government is controlled by a consortium of wealthy families, with ultimate 
power held by the British. The text discusses the erosion of democratic 
processes, including the disappearance of political opposition, and the 
manipulation of referendums to amend the Irish Constitution to the detriment 
of traditional Christian values. Additionally, the author criticizes the Roman 
Catholic Church for its perceived failure to oppose government policies, 
particularly regarding issues such as abortion and euthanasia. The text also 
addresses the government's introduction of laws related to gender identity and 
hate speech, which the author views as further evidence of a Marxist agenda. 


Section 1 - The Illusory 'Opposition' 

The author argues that the political opposition in Ireland disappeared 
after the general election in 1997, allowing the government to subject the 
country to a new form of expropriation without scrutiny. 


The banking scandal, involving the deregulation of the Irish banking 
system, is highlighted as a significant issue that further undermined the 
democratic process. 


The author asserts that no individuals responsible for the banking 
scandal were held accountable, and the country's sovereignty was 
threatened. 


Section 2 - The Deliberate Moral Corruption of the Irish 
Constitution 

The text discusses a referendum in 2012 that led to the removal of the 
main Constitutional protection for the family, allowing the state to take 
children from their parents and extinguish parental rights under poorly 
defined circumstances. 


The author criticizes the government's subsequent PR campaign and 
media participation to trick the public into approving ‘same-sex 
marriage’ in 2015, which is described as an attack on traditional Christian 
values and the family structure. 


The author suggests that the government's actions aimed to demean and 
defile traditional Christian marriage, making procreation an incidental 
aspect and turning the traditional Christian family into a legal fiction. 


Section 3 - The Government's Cunning Destruction of Gender 
The text discusses the government's passage of a Bill in 2015 that allowed 
anyone over 18 to change their legal gender without providing evidence 
of gender dysphoria or a medical diagnosis, which the author views as 
part of a subversive, anti-Christian Marxist agenda. 


The Gender Recognition Act is portrayed as removing the concept of 
biological gender from Irish law and paving the way for a controversial 
educational program that encourages schoolchildren to question their 
gender identity. 


The author asserts that the Act delivered a blow to traditional Christian 
marriage and facilitated the sexualization of pre-teen children, 
perpetuating the Marxist process of destabilization. 


Section 4 - Betrayal by the Roman Catholic Church 

The text criticizes the Roman Catholic Church, particularly the Irish 
Catholic bishops, for failing to oppose government policies related to 
abortion and other moral issues, attributing their inaction to following 
directives from the Vatican and the Jesuit Order. 


The author accuses the Roman hierarchy of lacking allegiance to 
Christianity and suggests that they have become little more than trained 
performers who do not defend Christian morality. 


Section 5 - Notorious Abortionist and 'Liberation Theology' 
The text highlights the legalization of abortion in Ireland in 2018 and 
criticizes the public for embracing what the author perceives as a Marxist 
agenda under the guise of trendy values such as equality and 
inclusiveness. 


The author condemns the Jesuits for promoting Marxism through 
‘Liberation Theology' and accuses the Catholic Church of being deeply 
infected by its doctrines. 


The author criticizes Pope Francis for not raising objections to the 
government's actions, including abortion and homosexual marriage, and 
suggests that various religious orders, including the Jesuits, have failed 
to speak out against the Marxist agenda. 
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Section 6 - The Marxist Hold Over Nations 

The text discusses the government's push for the legalization of 
euthanasia, framing it as part of a Marxist agenda to replace the "right to 
life" with utilitarian principles and condition the public to accept the state 
as the absolute arbiter of morality and social behavior. 


The author asserts that the government's introduction of hate speech 
legislation represents a critical phase in its Marxist program of social 
control, with little popular resistance and inadequate media analysis or 
criticism. 


The text highlights the government's alleged manipulation of the Covid- 
19 pandemic and its alignment with Marxist principles, as well as the 
global impact of Marxist influence through organizations like the World 
Health Organization. 


Section 7 - Laws Permitting Euthanasia and Hate Speech 
Legislation 

The author criticizes the government's efforts to legalize euthanasia and 
its framing of the issue as "assisted dying,” which the author views as part 
of a Marxist agenda to impose a civic and social uniformity, 
complementing a planned One World Government. 


The text highlights the Criminal Justice (Incitement to Violence or 
Hatred and Hate Offences) Bill as a critical phase in the government's 
Marxist program of social control, with little popular resistance and 
inadequate media analysis or criticism. 


11 


For further information visit www.zephaniah.eu 


Copyright Jeremy James 2024 
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